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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 08/31/2010 has been entered. 

2. Applicant has not amended and/or cancelled any claims with the submission. Claims 29- 
32 are withdrawn form consideration. Therefore, claims 27, 28 and 33-38 remain pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 27, 28, 33, 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rypinski (US PAT 5,461,627) (herein after Rypinski) in view of Feder et al. (US PGPUB 
2002/0089958 Al) (herein after Feder). 

Regarding claim 27, Rypinski teaches a wireless local area network system [see fig. 5 
and column 6 lines 46-51 where a radio system including a hub controller and access 
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points communicating with mobile stations is shown. See also column 19 line 37-38 
where the radio system is described as a wireless LAN-local area network] 

comprising: an access point configured to associate with [see column 13 lines 5-10 
where each station is associated with the correct Access-point] and communicate data 
packets to one or more mobile units using a wireless data communication standard 
protocol [see column 12 lines 12-23 where the system including the Access Points 
uses Access protocol for the radio system], and 

a switching hub connected to the access point via a wired network connection [see 
column 5 lines 30-35 where a hub controller (switching hub) common to many 
Access-points is connected to the access points using telephone pairs (wired network 
connection)], wherein the switching hub includes a routing list correlating the mobile 
units to associated access points [see column 13 lines 5-10 where each station (mobile 
unit) is associated with the correct Access-point and in the directory maintained by 
the system in the Hub Controller. See also column 24 10-35 where the directory is 
further discussed], and is configured to selectively route the data packets to the access 
point if the mobile unit destination address corresponds to one of the access point's 
associated mobile units, such that the access point acts as a conduit between the 
switching hub and the mobile units without monitoring the mobile unit destination 
address within the data packets [see column 15 lines 19-30 where a message from 
outside the network or from any station within the network is transmitted and 
where the Hub Controller sends the message from the appropriate Access-point and 
the message is heard by the addressed Station - See also claim 14]. 
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However, Rypinski does not explicitly teach the data packets each include a mobile unit 
destination address. However, Feder, in the same field of endeavor teaches a transmitted 
Ethernet frame includes MAC user end system (mobile unit) as Destination Address 
and/or a source address [See table-4 in paragraph 0320]. It would have been obvious 

for a person having ordinary skill in the art to include the destination addresses in the 
packets. This is desirable because it allows for proper forwarding of the packet/s to the 
intended recipient based on the address included in the packet. 

Regarding claim 28, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 27 
as discussed above. However, Rypinski does not explicitly teach the access point is 
connected to the switching hub via an Ethemet connection. However, Feder in the same 
field of endeavor teaches a switching hub that is connected to access points via a wired 
Ethemet connection [see paragraph 0079] . It would have been obvious for a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to use Ethemet connection. Ethemet is desirable because 
of its simplicity to use and its flexibility. 

Regarding claim 33, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 
27, wherein the access point includes a connecter jack configured to be directly received 
by a socket provided in a surface, wherein the socket is communicatively coupled to the 
switching hub, and wherein the connector jack provides stmctural support for the access 
point with respect to the surface [see fig. 3A and column 5 lines 26-40 where the 
Access Point is shown to be ceiling (surface) mounted (jack) and where the radio 
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(socket) also supports the antenna; and where telephone pairs are connected to a 
switching hub (communicatively coupled)]. 

Regarding claim 36, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 
27, wherein the switching hub is configured to interface with a wired local area network 
[see column 6 line 67-column 7 line 2 where the hub controller is linked to 
(interfaces with) outside networks including PSTN and LANs]. 

Regarding claim 37, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 
27, wherein the routing list is populated at the time that the mobile units are associated 
with the access point [see column 13 lines 5-14 where stations are associated with 
Access points in the directory once the stations are registered (at the time that the 
mobile units are associated with the access point)]. 

5. Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rypinski and Feder as applied to claims 27, 28, 33, 36 and 37 above, and further in view of Meir 
(US PAT 6,701,361) (herein after Meir). 

Regarding claim 34, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 27 
as discussed above. However, Rypinski does not explicitly teach the access point is 
further configured to prevent the relaying of predetermined types of data packets. 
However, Meir, in the same field of endeavor teaches using filters to prevent forwarding 
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of router advertisement packet with a broadcast or multicast Ethernet address [see column 
10 lines 29-45]. It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to prevent the relaying of predetermined types of data packets. This is desirable because 
it allows for preventing unwanted frames from being forwarded that would otherwise use 
system resources unnecessarily. 

Regarding claim 35, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 34 
as discussed above. However, Rypinski does not explicitly teach the predetermined types 
of data packets includes router broadcast messages. However, Meir, in the same field of 
endeavor teaches using fihers to prevent forwarding of router advertisement packet with a 
broadcast or multicast Ethernet address [see column 10 lines 29-45]. It would have been 
obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art to prevent the relaying router 
broadcast messages. This is desirable because it allows for preventing unwanted frames 
from being forwarded that would otherwise use system resources unnecessarily. 

6. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rypinski as 
applied to claims 27, 28, 33, 36 and 37 above, and fiirther in view of Heiman et al. (US PAT 
6,859,134) (herein after Heiman). 

Regarding claim 38, Rypinski teaches the wireless local area network system of claim 27 
as discussed above. However, Rypinski does not explicitly teach the wireless data 
communication standard protocol is an IEEE 802.1 1 protocol. However, Heiman in the 
same field of endeavor teaches a wireless system with a central computer (hub) 
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connected to a plurality of access points conforming to the 802. 11 protocol [see column 
4 lines 7-11] . It would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
adopt IEEE802.1 1 functionality in Rypinski's system. A person having ordinary skill in 
the art would readily appreciate advantages of adopting 802.1 1 such as the ability for 
interoperability with devices that are built into the Wifi standard regardless of 
manufacturer/brand. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 08/3 1/2010 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

8. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's assertion that "while Rypinski 
mentions IEEE 802.1 1 standard briefly.. .it is not a wireless data communication standard 
protocol.." (see page 5 first paragraph of applicant's remarks). First, it should be noted that 
Rypinski explicitly suggests the use of access protocols as discussed above regarding claim 1 
(see also column 12 lines 13-15; and column 4 line 47). The claim language does not exclude the 
use of methods that are not part of a protocol but rather only requires that the access point uses a 
wireless data standard protocol. Independent claim 1 does not require 802.1 1. Therefore, the 
showing of a wireless protocol meets the limitations recited in claim 1. (note that claim 38 recites 
802. 1 1 and another prior art, namely Heiman is shown as disclosing the standard). 

9. In response to the applicant's argument that the recited "association" in the claims is not 
the same as the recitation in the Rypinski reference (see applicant's remarks page 5 second 
paragraph), it should be noted that the term "association" is not defined by the claim, the 
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specification does not provide a clear explanation of the term 'association'. In the absence of an 
express intent to impart a novel meaning to the terms, the words are presumed to take on the 
ordinary and customary meanings attributed to them by those of ordinary skill in the art [MPEP 
2111.01]. 

In addition, it should be noted that the suggested definition does not have basis in the claim 
language. Applicant has suggested that the term "association" in the claim should be read in the 
"802. 1 1 sense". First Claim 1 does not recite IEEE 802. 1 1 . Therefore, the context that would 
suggest such interpretation is not present in claim 1 . 

10. In response to the applicant's argument that the recited "association" in the claims is not 
the same as the recited "registration" in the Rypinski reference (see applicant's remarks page 5 
third paragraph), it should be noted that the term "association" is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a clear explanation of the term 'association'. In the absence of an 
express intent to impart a novel meaning to the terms, the words are presumed to take on the 
ordinary and customary meanings attributed to them by those of ordinary skill in the art [MPEP 
2111.01]. 

In addition, it should be noted that the suggested definition does not have basis in the claim 
language. Applicant has suggested that the term "association" in the claim should be read in the 
"802. 1 1 sense". First Claim 1 does not recite IEEE 802. 1 1 . Therefore, the context that would 
suggest such interpretation is not present in claim 1 . 

11. In response to the applicant's remarks regarding the Feder reference (see applicant's 
remarks page 5 fifth paragraph), it should be noted that the Feder reference was not relied upon 
for teaching access points that act as "conduits". Rypinski teaches the access points as claimed 
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(see rejection above regarding claim 1). Therefore, the argument with respect to the Feder 
reference is moot. 

In conclusion, it is noted that the applicant's remarks effectively show the difference 
between the prior art used in the final rejection and the invention disclosed by the whole 

disclosure of the current application (specification and drawings). However, Applicant's 
arguments do not successfully point out the patentable novelty disclosed by the claims . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SORI A. AGA whose telephone number is (571)270-1868. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R. Sheikh can be reached on (571)272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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